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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Status of the Application 

Prior to the entry of this amendment, claims 1-17 were pending in this 
application. The Office Action objected to and rejected the following claims: 

Claims 1-14 were objected to for informalities regarding the misspelling 
"hydrolisation"; 

Claim 15 was objected to on the ground that the claim preamble to the claim was 
not consistent with U.S. practice; 

Claims 1, 4, 11 and 15-17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,059,036 to Chatterji et al ("Chatterji"); 

Claims 1-3 and 12-17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 3,730,272 to Richardson et al. ("Richardson"); 

Claims 1 and 12-14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Da Silva et aL, Preparation and Characterization of Hydrous 
Zirconium Oxide Formed by Homogeneous Precipitation, Vol. 5 Materials 
Research No. 2 pp. 149-153 (2002) (hereinafter "Da Silva"); 

Claims 2-5 and 8-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Da Silva in view of Santos et aL Characterization of the 
Aluminium Hydroxide Formed by Homogeneous PRECiprrATiON from Some 
Aluminium Salts and Precipitants, Anais Assoc. Bras. Quim, 46(1) pp. 16-20 
(1997) (hereinafter "Santos"); 

Claims 2 and 3 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chatterji in view of Richardson; 

Claims 2, 3, 5 and 8-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chatterji in view of Santos; 
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Claims 4, 5 and 8-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Richardson in view of Santos; 

Claims 4 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Richardson in view of Chatterji; 

Claims 6 and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Da Silva in view of United States Patent No. 6,599,863 to Palmer et al. 
("Palmer"); 

Claims 6 and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chatterji in view of Palmer; 

Claims 6 and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Richardson in view of Palmer; 

Claim 1 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Da 
Silva in view of Chatterji; and 

Claim 1 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Richardson in view of Chatterji. 

The present amendment amends claims 1 and 12-15. No new matter is added by 
the amendments to claims 1 and 12-16, for example support for the amendment to claim 1 may 
be found in the specification on page 1 1, line 12 through page 12, line 3 1 and the associated 
figures. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of this application as amended. 

Claim Objections 

In accordance with the suggestion in the Office Action, Applicants have amended 
claims 12-14 to provide that the misspelled term "hydrolisation" is replaced with the correct UK 
spelling "hydrolysation." As such, Applicants respectfully submit the spelling of the terms 
containing the root "hydrolyse" are now consistence throughout the specification of the present 
patent application. 

In accordance with the suggestion in the Office Action, Applicants have amended 
claim 15 to provide that the claim's preamble is consistent with U.S. patent practice. 
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35 U.S.C. S102 Rejections 

Applicants have amended independent claim 1 to include the limitation that the 
aqueous delayed-gelation solution comprises suspended inorganic particles, "wherein the 
suspended inorganic particles are configured to maintain a stabilizing positive or negative 
surface charge throughout a range of pH values of the solution during hydrolysis." Applicants 
respectfully submit that none of the references cited in the section 102 rejections - Le. Chatterji, 
Richardson and Da Silva - disclose an aqueous delayed-gelation solution wherein the solution 
contains suspended inorganic particles that maintain a stabilizing positive or negative surface 
charge throughout a range of pH values of the solution during hydrolysis. 

Hence, it is respectfully requested that the section 102 rejections of independent 
claims 1 as amended, be withdrawn. Additionally, it is respectfully requested that the section 

102 rejection of all claims depending from independent claim 1 also be withdrawn. 

35 U.S.C. S103 Rejections 

As provided above, Applicants have amended independent claim 1 to include the 
limitation that the aqueous delayed-gelation solution comprises suspended inorganic particles, 
"wherein the suspended inorganic particles are configured to maintain a stabilizing positive or 
negative surface charge throughout a range of pH values of the solution during hydrolysis." 
Applicants respectfully submit that none of the references cited in the section 103 rejections, 
either taken individually or in any form of combination, teaches or suggests an aqueous delayed- 
gelation comprising suspended inorganic particles diat are configured to maintain a stabilizing 
positive or negative surface charge throughout a range of pH values of the solution during 
hydrolysis. 

Hence, it is respectfully requested that the section 103 rejections of independent 
claims 1 as amended, be withdrawn. Additionally, it is respectfully requested that the section 

103 rejections of all claims depending from independent claim 1 also be withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing. Applicants believe all claims now pending in this 
Application are in condition for allowance. The issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance at an 
early date is respectfully requested. 
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In the event that a fee or refund is due in connection with this Amendment, the 



Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any underpayment or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account No 19-0615. If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite 
prosecution of this application, please telephone die undersigned at (617) 252-4732. 



Date: October 11, 2006 

Edward M. Bushard 

Schlumberger Doll Research 

36 Old Quarry Road 

Ridgefield, Connecticut 06877-4108 

Phone: (617) 252-4732 

Facsimile: (203)431-5640 




Edward M. Bushard 
Registration No. 48,974 
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